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Resistance is 
Fertile 


As we move towards the UN ‘Rio + 10’ World Summit on 
Sustainable Development in September 2002 in 
Johannesburg, Corporate Watchers have again been 
highlighting the corporate hijacking of the UN environmental 
process, this time at a key meeting in the Hague on the 


www.corporatewatch.org.uk 


Convention on Biodiversity (CBD). 


The Hague revisited 


The Rio Earth Summit in 1992 gave birth to 
two major conventions: one aimed at 
addressing the preservation of the earth’s 
declining bio-diversity (the Convention on 
Biodiversity or CBD) and the other at halting 
the catastrophic process of climate change 
(the Climate Change Convention or CCC). 
After witnessing the corporate hijacking of the 
climate change talks in the Hague in November 
2000, protesters gathered again, this time 
working against the privatisation of the 
“genetic commons’. The ability to patent 
genes, cells, tissue, micro-organisms, and even 
entire plants was introduced through the 
WTO’s TRIPs (Trade Related Intellectual 
Property Rights) agreement, and this has 
forced its weaker partner, the CBD, to 
comply. Industry logic claims that privatising 
carbon and genetic material, and allowing 
profit to be made from inventing new 
commodities out of the very stuff of life, are 
the best safeguards of biodiversity and a 
sustainable climate. 

Thanks to years of uphill campaigning, some 
parts of the CBD, notably the’ Biosafety 
Protocol’ and the ‘Treaty of the Seed’ have 
some real value. However, corporate 
dominance and the lack of civil society 
representation in the process (most notably by 
farmers, local communities and indigenous 
peoples) mean most of the mechanisms only 
benefit corporate profits and will do little to 
preserve biodiversity. As a result, activists 
from all over the world came together under 
the banner, ‘Resistance is Fertile’ to highlight 
how this failure has forced people around the 
world to work independently to safeguard 
environmental resources. 


Biodiversity is not for sale, but 


neither is it free. It is priceless. 
The key issues on the CBD agenda were 


protecting ancient forests from illegal logging, 
dealing with invasive species and ‘access and 
benefit sharing of plant genetic resources’ 
(ABS). This last agreement is an attempt to 
clarify arrangements for dealings between 
‘providers and users of biological genetic 
resources’. Indigenous peoples and small 
farmers in developing countries are the major 
‘providers’, and biotechnology and 
pharmaceutical corporations are the major 
‘users’. ‘Access’ refers to the desire of the 
biotech industry to profit from biodiversity 
mainly found in the tropical regions of the 
Global South. ‘Benefit-sharing’ recognises 
that those who created or hold the knowledge 
of a plant and its uses should benefit from its 
exploitation by others. This could be in cash, 
or other mutually agreed things like 
technology transfer. While Southern countries 
want robust rules to safeguard their resources 
and ensure a fair return, Northern 
corporations continue to use the large pool of 
stolen genetic resources with impunity 
(known as ‘biopiracy’). 


Action! 
On 9th April, activists invaded the European 
Patent Office (EPO) with a samba band and 
speakers from indigenous people’s groups. 
Meanwhile climbers scaled the 18 storey 
building with banners proclaiming ‘No patents 
on life!’ and ‘Verzet is Vruchtbaar’ 
(Resistance is Fertile!). The EPO has been 
active in granting patents on life including 150 
patents on human and animal genes and over 
50 patents on seeds. 

During the two weeks of the conference, 
actions happened in and around the Hague, 
including a guerrilla gardening community 
project which transformed a derelict and 
polluted space, destined for luxury 
housing, into a community 
garden. A bike 
demonstration around the 
Hague visited the CBD 


meeting, where it was met by the Dutch 
environment minister and chair of the CBD 
process, who gave a polite speech but refused 
to adopt demands for a moratorium on genetic 
engineering and no patents on life. 

On April 17th 2002, the International Day 
of Farmer’s Struggle against Genetic 
Engineering, actions took place around the 
world (see www.viacampesina.org). In the 
Netherlands, fifty farmers and eco-activists 
visited two GE test fields in Groningen, and 
planted organic potatoes, seeds and DNA 
scarecrows. Other events included an action 
on corporate lobby group Business Action for 
Sustainable Development (BASD — see CW 
Newsletter 5), and a conference, ‘Common 
Ground’, which brought together grassroots 
activists, small farmers and people working on 
new rural initiatives across Europe together 
for the first time. 


Also see the spoof newsletter from the 
conference, Earth Crimes http://squat.net/ 
cia/gp/hom.php 

For more information about actions in the 
Hague see www.resistanceisfertile.com 
Captain Hook awards for Biopiracy — see 
Babylonian Times. 


Group 4 - response 


Following an article in the last Corporate Watch Newsletter on 
the closure of Campsfield Immigration Detention Centre and the 
fire at Yarl’s Wood, which was critical of security firm Group 4, 
we received a letter from Group 4 denying many of the criticisms 
made in the article. 


There was one error in the article which was pointed out by Group 4 and 
other sources. The statement about about fire procedures being broadcast 
over the PA into every room is incorrect and was based on a 
misunderstanding. Previously, announcements (e.g. calls for individual 
detainees) were broadcast very frequently over the PA in every room — 
this system was the cause of considerable annoyance and has now stopped 
— detainees are now issued with pagers. We apologise for this mistake. 


On many of the other issues in the article and letter issues, we simply 
have a case of Group 4’s word against the detainees’. On medical 
treatment, Group 4 claims, ‘If there is an urgent need to be seen by a 
healthcare professional, this is dealt with immediately...We strenuously 
deny that anyone needing medical treatment has ever been refused it.’ 
For the detainees’ side, stories such as these abound (taken from 
“Campsfield Monitor’, Issue 15, September 2000, a newsletter published 
by the Campaign to Close Campsfield): 


Medical Treatment 


One detainee has been told he does not need an X-ray of his painful 
shoulder. He had already broken his leg running away from the police, and 
it was pinned before he came to Britain, but it has been very painful since 
he arrived in Campsfield. He was sent to hospital to have it examined, but 
no treatment was given. He was told afterwards that he was going to go to 
another hospital for it to be dealt with, perhaps reset, but again nothing 
has happened for weeks and he is still in detention. 


A detainee was deported in severe pain from toothache that he had 
suffered from all the time he was in detention. He had had a temporary 
filling that had fallen out, probably exposing the nerve. The Campsfield 
doctor gave him painkillers and promised a dental appointment. Six weeks 
later he was deported, never having seen a dentist, and the morning after 
his appeal failed and before he had time to contact his lawyer or apply to 
the Tribunal. 


Many similar examples are available. Chief Inspector of Prisons Sir 
David Ramsbotham’s report following a visit to Campsfield in October 
1997 includes detainees’ complaints that ‘the Doctor only issued 
paracetamol and did not always examine them’ and ‘they did not 
necessarily get to see the Doctor when requested’. 


Criticisms of food in detention centres are a matter of record, e.g. in the 
Chief Inspector of Prisons’ report, female detainees complained that ‘the 
quality and variety of food was poor; for example, there was chicken 
everyday; there was no sauce for the rice; there was no balanced diet 
available; much food was fried and the salad was stale.’ It would be fair to 
say that anyone forced to eat mediocre canteen food three meals a day 
for weeks or months on end has a right to complain. 


Much of Group 4’s letter attempted to refute the quoted comments 
from Emma Ginn of the Campaign Against Arbitrary Detention: ‘since 
the camp opened there have been daily complaints about the delays in 


access to medical treatment and delays in moving people to hospital. 
There have also been complaints about limited association times - bad 
food - delay of incoming phone calls - use of handcuffs when detainees are 
taken to court, the dentists, or to hospital - unequal distribution of a 
weekly £2 telephone card to all detainees - neither detainees or visitor are 
allowed pen and paper during visits - childrens’ access to education very 
poor.’ Ms Ginn assures us that her statements were based on interviews 
with 15-20 former detainees, whose stories were very consistent. 


The article also included criticism of detainees being left outside for 
several hours in sub-zero temperatures on the night of the fire. Group 4’s 
response was, ‘This is ill-informed and misrepresents the situation. 
Anyone who has seen news coverage of the fires and the aftermath will 
understand why detainees were guided away from burning buildings.’ This 
does not address the issue of why the detainees were left outside when 
Bedfordshire County Council had offered transport away from the site and 
temporary shelter for them elsewhere. 


More serious issues relating to the Yarl’s Wood fire have since been 
raised by campaigners — Campaign Against Arbitrary Detention has 
released a statement to the press based on interviews with detainees in 
which they present evidence that Group 4 staff simply locked detainees in 
and abandoned parts of the centre when the disturbances began, and later 
attempted to stop some detainees leaving the burning buildings. Members 
of the Fire Brigade have said Group 4 staff initially would not let them 
into the building. View the full statement at http://uk.indymedia.org/ 
front.php3?article_id=25901 &group=webcast 


As regards the trial of 9 detainees following the protests at Campsfield 
in 1997, Group 4 claims that ‘there was no suggestion from police or the 
court that any staff had deliberately framed detainees or committed 
perjury in giving evidence’. This smacks of sophistry. The article stated 
that Group 4 staff had ‘lied’, which is not the same as the criminal 
offence of perjury. The trial transcripts show that one Group 4 witness 
admitted to telling ‘an undeliberate lie’ (whatever that is!); others told 
stories in court about having suffered abuse from the defendants which 
were completely at odds with the CCTV evidence; while another claimed 
to recognise one of the defendants ‘from playing football’, when the man 
in question never played football. To most reasonable human beings, this 
behaviour constitutes lying in a deliberate attempt to frame detainees. 
The fact that no criminal charges of perjury were brought is a matter for 
the CPS. 


In reply to Group 4’s letter, we can only reiterate the point made in our 
original article — the UK’s immigration detention system is an abuse of 
human rights, and the private companies such as Group 4 that profit from 
that system collude in and compound its abuses. 


STOP PRESS: Ten former detainees have been charged with ‘violent 
disorder’ following the disturbances at Yarl’s Wood. No specific 
investigation is being carried out into Group 4’s actions. 


Corporate Watch profile of Group 4 - http:// 
www.corporatewatch.org.uk/profiles/privatised_services/group4/ 
group4 1.html 

Contact: Campaign Against Arbitrary Detention, Emma Ginn 
0778 6517379 
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Genetix RoundUp™ 


DuPont elope with Monsanto 

On April 2™ Monsanto and DuPont announced that they had entered 
into an agreement where by both companies will freely share their 
patented GM-crop technologies and will drop a number of outstanding 
lawsuits. The agreement means that between them, DuPont (already 
the worlds largest seed company and fifth largest agro-chemical 
company) and Monsanto (already the worlds second largest seed 
company and second largest agro-chemical company), will control 41% 
of GM crop patents and 93% of the global GM seed market. The 
particular nature of this ‘special relationship’ has neatly circumvented 
anti-trust regulators. Both companies get the full benefits of pooling 
their resources without falling foul of anti-monopoly legislation that 
would have otherwise prohibited, or set stringent conditions on, a 
formal merger or acquisition. The ETC group (formerly RAFI) have 
accused this informal, and therefore unregulated, coupling of two of the 
world’s Gene Giants of being the ‘corporate equivalent of unprotected 
sex’. Monsanto and DuPont get all the fun, and profits, of sharing 
each others secrets, while farmers worldwide are left to suffer the 
disadvantages of an increasingly monopolised seed and chemical 
industry. 

(For more on this story go to ‘Monsanto and DuPont: Living in 
Sinergy’ by ETC Group available online at www.rafi.org/documents/ 


nr2002apr9.pdf) 


FDA in bed with Monsanto (again) 

In a rerun of the 2000 Aventis ‘Starlink’ contamination scandal, it 
emerged in mid April that large amounts of oil seed rape (canola) 
currently on sale in the US may be contaminated with low levels of an 
unapproved Monsanto GM crop line. GT200 is a variety of herbicide 
tolerant oil seed rape that has not been cleared for commercial growing 
or consumption in the US. Instead of tackling the problem at source 
by removing GT200 contaminated products from the market, 
Monsanto have decided to get the legislation changed. If the 
contamination is no longer illegal, in their eyes it is no longer a 
problem. Monsanto approached the US Department of Agriculture 
(USDA) admitting the potential for accidental contamination of US 
canola seed, and requesting that the contaminated crop be declared 
legal. The USDA are awaiting advice from that pillar of independent 
scientific thinking the US Food and Drug Administration (FDA). The 
incestuous nature of the revolving door of personnel between the FDA 
and Monsanto is well documented elsewhere. And - surprise, surprise 
- recent articles in the US business press suggest that the FDA will 
announce their formal approval of GT200 for sale and consumption in 
the US. 


Just Say NO! to Drug Dumping 


Gordon Brown’s latest budget included proposals for tax breaks for 
companies donating pharmaceuticals to the developing world, similar to 
a system already in place in the US. Great! 


Sadly not. Activist-comedian Mark Thomas and War on Want have 
just published a report showing how the US scheme permits companies 
to scam the system by sending truckloads of out-of-date, inappropriate, 
insufficiently labelled and just plain useless pharmaceuticals to disaster 
zones and claiming a tax credit for the cost. The report lists cases of 
appetite stimulants being sent to famine zones in Sudan, haemorrhoid 
cream and anti-smoking inhalers going to refugee camps in Albania and 
hundreds of silicon breast implants being sent to Malawi. 


The recipients then have to spend days sorting through the ‘donations’ 
in the hope of finding something useful, and have to pay to dispose of 
the rest. 
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meanacles 
Gf science 


This case illustrates the complete inability, and apparent 
unwillingness, of GM corporations to contain their crops once they are 
being grown on acommercial scale. According to the Agribusiness 
Examiner, Monsanto think that, ‘the problem may have occurred 
because the company allowed the seeds to get mixed up and bred 
together’. The industry, aided and abetted by the regulators, is 
attempting to erode the idea that GM contamination is a problem. 


Bayer swallows Aventis 

By the time you read this article, German based chemicals and 
pharmaceuticals company Bayer AG are likely to have completed their 
purchase of Aventis CropScience. The 7.25 billion euro deal has been 
given the green light by a European Commission anti-trust enquiry, 
subject to Bayer selling off several key parts of the combined Bayer and 
Aventis crop science businesses within six months. Bayer have to make 
600 million euros worth of disposals, double the amount anticipated, 
including several key products. German chemical company BASF look 
likely to snap up any juicy tit bits that Bayer have to get rid of. As yet it 
is unclear whether UK facilities owned by Aventis CropScience face 
closure as a result of the Bayer purchase. It seems certain that the 
controversial GM crops division of Aventis CropScience will be part of 
the new Bayer CropScience when it is launched within the next few 
weeks. 


The UK budget system poses further problems. The tax credit 
applies to the full market value of the drugs, rather than the 
manufacturing cost - giving a further incentive to keep market prices 
artificially high — and they apply already . There has been virtually no 
consultation with aid agencies working in the field, but plenty with 
pharmaceutical companies. While the final budget does stipulate that 
‘donors’ should be ‘encouraged’ to stick to the World Health 
organisation guidelines on drug donations (which stop most of the 
abuses) the guidelines are not mandatory and the consultation process 
suggests the policy is designed more to benefit drug companies than for 
aid purposes. 


Report and action suggestions: http://www.waronwant.org/fdrugs.htm 
War on Want 0207 620 1111 


Vision 20/20 


Blinded by Development 


The British government, 
through the Department for 
International Development, is 
giving £65 million in 
‘development assistance’ to the 
government of the Indian state 
of Andhra Pradesh to carry out 
a program called Vision 20/20 - 
a program that will destroy the 
livelihood of 20 million farmers. 
By Jyoti Fernandes. 


Farmers from the Deccan Devlopment Society visit Oaklands Biodynamic Farm and discuss shared 
agricultural problems during a trip to the UK to protest against DFID’s involvement in Vision 20/20". 


The Government of Andhra Pradesh has a bolder brighter vision for the 
shining new face of India. They contracted the US consultancy firm, 
McKinsey, to draw up a plan to place their state firmly in the middle 
of the global economy. The resulting document - Vision 20/20 - 
contains a complete poverty eradication strategy linked to a focus on 
‘high growth sectors’ such as IT and construction, but when you look 
at the steps to be taken, it becomes apparent that the strategy will 
cause poverty rather than relieve it. 


The crux of the Vision 20/20 strategy for development is that it 
hopes to modernise the food systems of the state of Andhra Pradesh 
by consolidating farms, mechanising agriculture, increasing fertilizer 
and pesticide use, building roads and transport systems and 
introducing vast areas of genetically modified crops such as vitamin A 
enriched rice and BT cotton.(www.andhrapradesh.com). The 
government officials and corporations have managed to convince large 
development agencies (with their outdated belief that corporate 
agriculture can alleviate poverty through a trickle-down effect) that the 
poor will benefit. A DFID spokesman was quoted by Straits Times as 
saying ‘Vision 20/20 is going ahead...Our aim is to take farmers out of 
the poverty they and their families have been in for centuries. The 
only way to do so is by modernisation, commercial consolidation of 
farms and the introduction of up to date farming methods, including the 
use of pesticides and machines and GM crops.’ This all sounds final — 
however, they forgot to discuss it with the people who will be 
affected. 


The majority of the 70 million population of Andhra Pradesh is 
engaged in small scale farming, primarily for subsistence and local 
markets. 80% of those farmers are women who farm small 2-5 acres 
plots with a vast range of diversity using organic traditional methods, a 
wide diversity of seed and few external inputs. These were the sorts of 
farmers who have not been consulted by DFID. 


Recently, the International Institute for Environment and 
Development, along with the University of Hyderabad and other 
bodies, organised a grassroots consultative process called a ‘citizens 
jury’, in which the Vision 20/20 program was analysed and 
unanimously rejected by farmers selected to represent the views of the 
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people who will be affected. After sitting through days of evidence 
presented by other farmers, government officials and representatives 
of corporations, the members of the jury came up with a firm vision 
of their future that is completely opposed to Vision 20/20. 


These are the jury’s main objections to Vision 20/20: 
The proposed reduction of farmers making their 
livelihood from the land from 70 to 40 percent - 
this would result in 20 million farmers losing their 
land and livelihoods. The farmers of Andhra Pradesh are very 
skilled and knowledgeable about their traditional methods of farming, 
but they are not trained in any other occupations and are mostly low- 
caste and illiterate. Some will be able to find soulless work as contract 
labourers, factory workers, or servants, but many more will end up 
migrating to urban slums to join in the scramble for work among the 
other redundant millions. 


Land consolidation and displacement of rural 
people 

Most of the dalits, tribal people and low-caste people who farm small 
plots of land will have their land taken from them to be consolidated 
and given to a large farmer who can farm it with modern methods. Few 
will be given any compensation for their land because they often do 
not even hold titles to it. Monetary compensation, in any case, would 
not be adequate to compensate for the loss of land which represents 
livelihood and a crucial part of the culture. 


Contract farming 

This model for agricultural development proposed by Vision 20/20 
involves farmers contracting their land, labour and production to 
corporations in exchange for investment in inputs. The diversity of 
crops which are traditionally grown on a smallholding for the use of 
the family would be replaced with large plots on which a monoculture 
is grown for export, with the farmer receiving a low wage. Low wages 
can be acceptable when a farmer has subsistence crops with which to 
feed the family, but are insufficient without them and will inevitably 
lead to an impoverished diet. 


Labour-displacing mechanisation 

As well as the everyday work on their own plots — ploughing with 
bullocks, hand-weeding and harvesting, small farmers do paid work for 
larger farmers when they need cash. Participants in the People’s Jury 
expressed deep concern about the prospect of increased mechanisation 
depriving them of any opportunity for paid agricultural work, forcing 
people off their land as they lose cash income. Mechanisation thus 
dismantles existing working patterns where farmers have a degree of 
control and produces a desperate workforce ideally placed for 
exploitation by industry — creating jobs but destroying meaningful 
work. 


GM crops - Including Vitamin A rice and Bt cotton 
Andhra Pradesh farmers traditionally save their seed from year to year. 
The crops they grow vary according to the types of land, the seasons 
and rainfall. Many require no irrigation. GM seed would put money in 
the hands of the corporations. Not only would farmers have to buy the 
seed, the crops would require inputs that farmers would have to buy. If 
GM did increase the yield of a crop, it would only be for export and 
not for the needs of the people. 


The complete citizens jury verdict can be found at www.iied.org 
(under ‘Prajateerpu’). Most importantly, the farmers have outlined an 


alternative program which of allowing them direct access to the funding 
so that they could use it to develop in the direction they choose, which 
would involve farming for self reliance and would support community 
control over resources. They also wish to practice agriculture which 
‘maintains healthy soils, diverse crops, trees and livestock’, and ‘to 
build on our own indigenous knowledge, practical skills and 
institutions.’ 


Recently a delegation of Indian farmers visited the UK where they 
demanded to be able to speak with some of the DFID officials involved 
in Vision 20/20. The officials, in the face of public pressure, have 
agreed to embark upon a process of consultation outlined by the 
farmers. Until now, the process of consultation with the people has 
been a complete sham. It is up to the British Public to persuade DFID 
to listen to the small farmers rather than the interests of corporations 
and politicians, and convince them there are ways to eradicate poverty 
without sacrificing the land and culture of 20 million people. 


To get involved in a campaign against the Vision 20/20 
programmme contact: 

Grassroots Action on Food and Farming (GAFF) 01865 793910, 
16b Cherwell Street, Oxford OX4 1BG or Jyoti Fernandes at 
chapter7 @tlio.demon.co.uk or write directly to Clare Short at the 
DFID office in London. 


Managed, but not consulted 


Looking at the original Vision 20/20 plan, one thing has struck 
many people as incongruous. The plan, supposedly aimed at 
eradicating poverty and empowering communities, was prepared 
by US management consultancy McKinsey & Co. for a fee of 
$3m. Yes, this document which will shape state policy over the 
next two decades was not written by government workers or 
experts, or even by aid agencies, let alone by a large-scale 
community consultation: it was substantially written by a 
company whose job usually consists of helping other companies 
become even more ruthless. 


Even if you think a Western consultancy firm specialisingin 
monitoring cash flow and corporate balance sheets is well 
qualified to determine the fate of 20 million rural people in India, 
aglance at McKinsey’s concerns might make you wonder. On the 
company magazine’s website, The McKinsey Quarterly, the ‘Food 
and Agriculture’ archive pulls up a total of four articles—one on 
supermarkets, one on the brewing industry, one on using GM 
plants to manufacture chemicals and one on selling packaged 
food to the Chinese. Indian agriculture is hardly their area of 
expertise. 


Even other management consultants think McKinsey is 
secretive, elitist and obsessed with 
downsizing. It is particularly 
notorious for its network of so-called 
‘alumni’ who make up what a former 
employee described as a ‘mafia 
[of]...insecure over-achievers’ among 
senior managementin the world’s 
biggest corporations. Along with 
disgraced former Enron boss Jeffrey 
Skilling (McKinsey’s are rumoured to 
have come up with the ‘off-balance- 
sheet’ accounting strategy that was so 
crucial in Enron’s downfall), and none 
other than thug-in-a-suit former Tory 
leader William Hague. 


So why were they hired? Part of the 
answer may be found in the character 
of Andhra Pradesh governor (or, as he 
likes to be called, ‘CEO of Cyberabad’) 
Chandrababu Naidu. Naidu himself 


comes froma small-farmer background, but is now more likely to 
be found hanging out with IT entrepreneurs or ordering new Palm 
Pilots for the state’s senior bureaucrats and seems totally 
committed to the ‘technology-driven growth’ development model. 


What does this mean for the plan itself? Vision 20/20 pays lip 
service to ideas of empowerment, but when you get down to the 
detail, the plan is more concerned with economic growth and 
seems to equate having a job with escaping poverty. That might 
sound okay, but the true colours appear when the plan boasts of 
how low wage rates are in India’s garment industry, averaging only 
$0.24/hour compared to around $1.11 in Malaysia and $9.62 in 
the US. 24 cents an hour won’t lift many people out of poverty. 
So, the 20 million people whose land or farmwork has been taken 
away disappear from the books, but that’s okay because they'll 
magically acquire the skills to get jobs in our new Export 
Processing Zones. So what if you can’t cope with leaving your 
home, moving to a city slum and ending up being meagrely 
supported by your children’s sweatshop wages? McKinsey would 
probably say you didn’t make the grade. That’s the free market 
for you. 


OF CORE TOU PONT WANT Te BE HOMELESS AJAD Mare AER REA WHO Leu, 
WA) SEE WE HAD Th STROCTUALLY ADJUST YEVA COUNTRY OR WOUD EMD Li 


Milking it 
Lord Ahmed of Rotherham has been exposed as the latest ‘New’ 


Labour corporate stooge after announcing that he is about to take a job 
advertising Nestlé. 


The peer previously supported critics of Nestlé who have gathered 
evidence of the company’s breaches of the WHO code on marketing 
breast-milk substitutes, but changed his mind after a visit to some of 
Nestlé’s facilities in Pakistan, and has since been a vocal defender of 
the company. For example, when Nestlé failed to turn up to a European 
Parliament public hearing on corporate accountability, Lord Ahmed 
requested permission to speak on its behalf and, when he was refused, 
offered to organise a meeting between MEPs and the company. So 
what, you may say, he’s entitled to his opinions. But the trip to 
Pakistan was paid for and arranged by Nestlé — a fact Lord Ahmed 
failed to reveal during an interview on the BBC Asia Network last week 
in which he defended the company at length, or in a letter to the 
Guardian in which he claimed to have found ‘no basis for the claims 
against Nestlé’ during a trip to Pakistan. 


So far, we have a standard story of gullibility (how did Lord Ahmed 
think he could get the full picture on a company tour?), greed (perhaps 
he’s keeping shtum while angling for a well-paid consultancy job) and 
subterfuge (not revealing who paid for the trip). However, in the BBC 
Asia Network interview in March, Lord Ahmed showed a deeper 
involvement, accusing Pakistani Nestlé whistleblower Syed Aamar 
Raza (a former ‘Medical Delegate’, or salesman, for the company) of 
attempting to blackmail Nestlé. According to Baby Milk Action, 
Nestlé’s main UK critics, Aamar left Nestlé in 1997 in disgust after 
realising that persuading mothers to use formula milk was causing 
deaths from diarrhoea when the formula was mixed with dirty water. 
Aamar’s duties as a Nestlé representative included bribing doctors with 
gifts and money to promote Nestlé breastmilk substitutes and 
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promoting the milks directly to mothers himself at baby shows 
organised by his Area Detailing Executive. He is currently in hiding 
after receiving threats and having shots fired at his home. 


In the interview Lord Ahmed referred to a tape which he claims 
substantiates his allegation of blackmail. Syed Aamar Raza has been 
pressing Nestlé for a copy of the tape since Nestlé first claimed to have 
it over two years ago, but has had no response. Nestlé told the German 
media that it obtained the tape using illegal means. 


To an outsider, this looks like a classic bluff — ‘we have evidence that 
you did X, but the evidence isn’t admissible in court so we’re not 
bringing a case, but we want everyone to know’. Short of suing for 
libel, which may be difficult in his situation, there appears to be little 
Syed Aamar Raza can do. Meanwhile, Lord Ahmed will soon have his 
plum job advertising baby-killers. 


Saturday 18th May, Annual Nestlé Demo, Nestlé HQ, Croydon. 
Demonstration 1 lam-12noon. Contact: Baby Milk Action 
info@babymilkaction.org, (01223) 464420. 


Summary of the report ‘Milking Profits’ based on Syed Aamar 
Raza’s revelations about baby-milk marketing practices in Pakistan: 
http://www.babymilkaction.org/update/update27feature.html 


News 


Arctic National Wildlife Refuge gets reprieve 
US government plans to let oil companies drill in Alaska’s Arctic 
National Wildlife Refuge have been set back after that section of 
Bush’s climate-unfriendly energy bill failed to pass the Senate. 
Companies are now reportedly looking for other ways to sneak in and 
grab the oil. 


Russians reject McDollars 

Residents of Voronezh in southern Russia have been turning out in 
their hundreds to protest against the building of a McDonalds outlet on 
the only park in the city centre. Over 200 people blockaded the site in 
shifts for five days in March, preventing builders from getting to work, 
but were removed by police on the sixth day. Planning permission for 
the outlet appears to be of questionable legality, though the city mayor 
is vigorously behind the corporation, even to the extent that, when 
protesters in ‘Stop McDonalds’ t-shirts dogged him at an architects 
presentation of the building, he had them removed by police ‘for 
wearing the wrong clothes’! 

Full story (in English) http://no-corp.voronezh.net/eng/ Send letters of 
protest to: Voronezh City Administration, Mayor A. Kovalev, Lenin 
square 1, Voronezh 394000, Russia 


Bog Off Scotts! 


A ‘week of action’ caused considerable disruption to South 
Yorkshire’s Hatfield Moor peat extraction works (run by US 
multinational Scotts) in March during one of its busiest weeks of the 
season. On Monday 25th, with a lively street party of around 100 
protestors blocking access to and from the site for approximately three 
hours. The day culminated in a sit-down protest in which 38 people 
were arrested for alleged public order offences. Other actions continued 
over the following days and the protests appear to have been highly 
successful. 


Last month the government paid Scotts £17 million in compensation to 
stop mining peat at two other sites and to phase out peat extraction on 
Hatfield Moor. However, Scotts still intend to mine Hatfield Moor for 
another two years. Campaigners have a number of serious reservations 
about the deal: first, they argue that the levels of peat on Hatfield 
Moor are already getting dangerously low; meanwhile, evidence 
mounts of how past peat cutting has led to local species extinctions. 


Details of the 
ongoing campaign 
against Scotts: Bog = 
Off Scotts, c/o 
Cornerstone 
Resource Centre, 
16 Sholebroke 
Avenue, Leeds LS7 
3HB. 0113 262 
3536 


www.peatalert.org.uk 


Friends of the Earth briefings on Scotts, peat extraction and 
alternatives to peat: 
http://www.foe.co.uk/campaigns/corporates/case_studies/scotts 


The Captain Hook awards 
for Biopiracy 2002 


awarded at the CBD Conference in The Hague (see front 
page) 


Most offensive 

The US Patent and Trademark Office for granting, then rejecting and 
ultimately reinstating the patent on the sacred Ayahuasca medicinal 
plant from the Amazon. 


Runner up 

the University of Toledo, Ohio for patenting Ethopia’s endod or 
soapberry, and demanding royalty payments from Ethiopian people who 
wish to use it. 


EVER BEEN ‘AD? 


One of the great shames about the advertising industry is that some 
genuinely creative minds work within it. No really. All that talent 
wasted on all that capitalist propaganda. It’s getting worse. Here’s a 
recent job ad for an agency called 33: ‘A Career in advertising you 
shouldn’t tell your parents about.’ That sounds dodgy enough but read 
on - ‘you will...do anything that is asked of you’. But here’s the 
revolutionary bit - ‘You see poor pay as a motivating factor 
encouraging you to do better.’ Yes, just when you thought an 
industry couldn’t stoop any lower. Oh Brave New Labour World. 
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Babylon hath been a golden cup in the Lord’s hand, that made 
all the earth drunken: the nations have drunken of her wine; 


therefore the nations are mad. Jeremiah 51:6-8 


Greediest 

US-based company Pod-Ners LLC — For bringing lawsuits against 
farmers and small seed companies claiming that yellow beans (grown 
for centuries by Mexican farmers) infringe the company’s monopoly 
patent. 


Worst Excuse 

Phytopharm — The company’s multi-million dollar anti-obesity drug is 
based on the traditional knowledge of the San people of Southern 
Africa. When asked about sharing the benefits with the San people, 
Phytopharm’s CEO said ‘It’s a really fraught problem...especially as 
the people who discovered the plant have disappeared’. 


Awarded by the Coalition against Biopiracy. See ETC group website 
for more details www.etcgroup.org . 


ACCENTURE OF EVIL? 


Accenture is a stupid name but in the current post-Enron 
circumstances probably better than its old name Arthur Andersen. 
Accenture are a management consultancy - those who can do, those 
who can’t join management consultancies and sack those who can. 
They’ ve done a survey and reckon insurance jobs in Britain are at risk. 
Why? ‘Because the cost of operating call centres in India is 90% 
cheaper than in Britain.’ Bad news for the 500,000 people employed in 
that sector. Still, good news for people with insurance — because 
obviously their premiums will soon be reduced. Won’t they? 


s 


SNACK ATTACK 


The BBC Website had ‘US Military unveil 
super sandwich’, and the story began ‘ the 
United States has declared war on the soggy 
sandwich’. (To which the response is ‘why 
not, they’ ve declared war on everything else?). 
On the surface this was a jaunty ‘amusing’ 
item about a new sandwich with a shelf life of 
3 years. The point is this - not one journalist 
asked the question ‘why is the Pentagon 
funding research into fast food?’ Despite the 
admission that ‘a commercial organisation was 
involved’. Maybe we shouldn’t be surprised 
that the Pentagon (using taxpayer’s money) is 
working on behalf of some snack-food 
corporation. After all - Bin Laden’s Stealth 
Pretzel nearly killed poor old Dubya... 


LAST WORD 


A superb quote from the excellent 
‘Prescription Games’ by Jeffrey Robinson. 
Robinson’s book about Big Pharma tells of 
how aggressive drug reps are with doctors. 
One rep told a doctor ‘this drug has great 
nutritional value’. The doctor was puzzled. 
The rep explained ‘the more you prescribe - 
the better my family eat...’ 
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New on the Corporate Watch website 


www.corporatewatch.org.uk 


Corporate Profiles 
Available now: 


AMEC 


Although construction firm AMEC nominally 
pulled out of the controversial Yusufeli dam 
project just days before the campaign against 
it was formally launched, it is still pursuing the 
project through French subsidiary Spie 
Batignolles, the leader of the international 
consortium behind the dam, which threatens to 
displace 15,000 people from their homes. 

The company is also involved in other 
destructive industries — it recently built the 
world’s largest paper mill in Indonesia, where 
the raw metrial will come from rainforests, and 
is part of the consortium building the 
Birmingham Northern Relief Road, trashing 
27 miles of Green Belt to fractionally speed up 
people passing through the Midlands. It is 
also involved with North Sea oil and gas 
extraction, and is one of the firms most active 
in pursuing Private Finance Initiative (PFI) 
contracts. 

Profile: http://www.corporatewatch.org.uk/ 
profiles/amec/amec1.html 

AMEC AGM 8" May in London - contact 
Ilisu Dam Campaign 01865 200550 for info 
on planned protests. 


Bayer 

Regular readers of CW will be familiar with 
the corporate crimes of the German chemical 
and pharmaceutical giant, including its 
ongoing takeover of biotech villains Aventis 
CropScience. The new CW profile of Bayer 
covers all areas of their business, including 
issues with banned and discredited 
pharmaceuticals, chemical pollution and the 
company’s less than savoury past as part of 
chemical conglomerate IG Farben in World 
War II. 

Profile: http://vww.corporatewatch.org.uk/ 
profiles/bayer/bayer1].html 


Coming soon... 


Burson-Marsteller 

Who are they? some readers are probably 
asking. Burson-Marsteller is one of the 
world’s largest Public Relations (PR) firms, 
which, from an initial deliberately low profile, 


is slowly acquiring notoriety through its work 
defending the behaviour of some of the 
world’s worst companies and governments. 
They have worked to clean up the image of the 
Nigerian, Indonesian and Argentinian 
dictatorships, for Monsanto to promore GM 
bovine growth hormone, and for various oil 
companies to scupper efforts to combat 
cliamte change, to name but a few of its less- 
savoury clients. Read this profile (other PR 
companies will follow) for a shocking view of 
the underhand techniques used for 
manipulating the public and the ‘engineering 
of consent’. 


BAe Systems 

British Aerospace (BAe) became the world’s 
largest arms trader when it merged with 
GEC’s Marconi Electronic Systems in January 
1999, creating a new corporate entity named 
BAe Systems (‘the systems company 
innovating for a safer world’). 

BAe Systems dominates the UK defence 
market, and holds a virtual monopoly in the 
British shipbuilding industry. Arms 
companies already receive large subsidies, and 
BAe’s size means that it can put additional 
pressure on the Ministry of Defence, 
threatening relocation and withholding of 
investment if it does not get the contracts it 
wants. It also makes extensive use of schemes 
designed to aid arms exports: the ECGD 
(Export Credit Guarantee Department) and 
DESO (Defence Export Services 
Organisation); for example in the recent 
scandal over the selling of a £28million BAe 
military air-traffic control system to debt- 
stricken Tanzania. BAe’s role in arms sales to 
repressive regimes is well documented — 
notably in the 1980s Al- Yamamah deals with 
Saudi Arabia and sales of Hawk jets and other 
equipment to Indonesia which used them for 
repression in East Timor. 


Raytheon 

Arms manufacturer Raytheon was one of the 
most obvious benficiaries of September 11: its 
share price has risen 26% since the attacks. It 
is the US’ fourth largest defence contractor 
after Boeing, Lockheed Martin, and Northrop 
Grumman, and is particularly known for 
missiles and hi-tech equipment. 
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May 


May 4-5 Newcastle Community Green Festival, 
Leazes Park - the biggest green event in the 
North East will be focussing on climate change. 
Contact Anna on 0191 260 3166 or write to 
northeastrisingtide@yahoo.co.uk 


Tues 7 - Bae Systems AGM, London. Contact 
Campaign Against the Arms Trade (CAAT) for 
details of planned protests 020 7281 0297 
enquiries@caat.demon.co.uk, http:// 
www.caat.org.uk 

Wed 8 - AMEC AGM, London. Amec has pulled 
out of the Yusefeli dam in north-east Turkey, but 
its subsidiary Spie Batignolle is now taking on the 
destructive project. Come to the AGM and help 
persuade them to stop it. Ilisu Dam Campaign, 
Box 210, 266 Banbury Rd, Oxford, OX2 7DL 
www. ilisu.org.uk 

Fri 10 - Premier Oil AGM, London. Protest 
aimed at persuading Premier to pull out of 
Burma. Contact The Burma Campaign, 0207 
2817377 http://www.burmacampaign.org.uk/ 
action.html 

Fri 10 - No Sweat Comedy Cabaret - fundraiser 
for no sweat ‘Indonesian workers’ solidarity 
campaign. Starring Rob Newman and Attilla the 
Stockbroker 7pm-late The Bread and Roses 68A 
Clapham Manor Street. Tickets from £5. 
Contact No Sweat, PO Box 36707 London SW9 
8YA 07904 431 959 


Sat 18 - Stop ESSO Day II The aim is to 
boycott every Esso garage in the UK. Contact 
Stop Esso Campaign 

0870 010 9510 www.stopesso.com 


June 


Wednesday 5 World Environment Day 


Thurs 6 — Sat 8 - European Business Summit, 
Brussels, Belgium. Actions organised against 
corporate greenwashing. 

Contact Corporate Europe Observatory, phone 
0031-20-6127023 www.xs4all.nl/~ceo 


Sat 8 - Sun 9 - Whose Rules Rule? Trade, debt 
and corporate power. Conference organised by 
World Development Movement, discussions and 
workshops for campaigners. London. Contact: 
WDM 020 7737 6215 www.wdm.org.uk 

Sat 8 - Sun 16 Stop the Arms Trade Week Contact 
CAAT 020 7281 0297 
enquiries@caat.demon.co.uk, http:// 
www.caat.org.uk 

Mon 10 - Mon 17 Uncorporated gathering to 
prepare for protests around the Johannesburg 
Earth 

Summit in September. The Netherlands. Contact 
ASEED Europe phone 0031-20-668-2236, http:/ 
/www.aseed.net/ 


Mon 17 - First Global Day of Action against 
Waste Incineration organised by GAIA, Unit 320, 
Eagle Court Condominium, 26 Matalino St., 
Barangay Central Quezon City, Philippines Tel. + 
632 9290376 one-gaia@surfshop.net.ph 


Mon 17 - Sun 23 Refugee Week. Suggested 
action targets: deportations, airlines carying 
deportees, Pickets/occupations of: Group 4 - 
Sodexo - Premier Prison Service etc, who run the 
detention centres, Wackenhut, who transport 
detainees to detention centres. Contact Refugee 
Council 020 7820 3000 
www.refugeecouncil.org.uk 

Weds 19 - Trade Justice Movement Lobby of 
Parliament Organised by Trade Justice Campaign 
including Christian Aid and World Development 
Movement. Contact: WDM 020 7737 6215 
www.wdm.org.uk 


